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1
General

The location of the floor control server function and the handling of BFCP has been discussed recently. A number of issues were raised in C4-070058. In addition to the technical issues, there is a lack of requirements for services requiring floor control.
2 FCS Issues
The decision on where the FCS should be located depends on a number of considerations:

-Interaction with other logical entities such as policy control and charging. In some situations it is expected that the FCS would need to interact with both these functions, which today is located in AS/MRFC.
-Distribution of conference. A session may involve several floors, possibly distributed over more than one MRFP or MRFC. A split among MRFCs is mentioned in 24.880 v.1.1.0. In such situations the FCS would benefit from a central position where it can coordinate several floors. If for example a conference user in a conference using white board asks for both floors at the same time the FCS shall according to RFC 4582 treat these requests as an atomic package.
-Performance. It is not clear how the location of FCS would affect the performance. The interaction with other functional entities located in the AS/MRFC must be determined in order to understand the performance issues. 

3
BFCP termination

Terminating BFCP in the same physical entity as the FCS seems most efficient, however this should not be the only driving factor for location of FCS. If BFCP and FCS need to be in different entities, it has to be decided how to transport BFCP to FCS. Either tunneling or using H.248 specific packages are possible.
4
Requirements

Requirements from services are still undefined. In SA1 WI 320024 (SI-IMSconf) will produce service requirements, including white board conferencing. Although SA2 specification 3G TS 23.002 simply lists Floor Control as a bullet under clause 4.a.7.4.a for MRFP this list is clearly not an exhaustive or mandatory set of requirements and it is submitted that this inclusion is not based on any detailed analysis.
5
Conclusions

There are still open issues and a lack of requirements how floor control should be used. It is proposed to study this issue further and evaluate all the issues rather than continue based on the somewhat conflicting requirements we have in the specifications today. Floor control shall be removed from Mp interface for Release 7; C4-070563 is submitted to the meeting to achieve this. 

SA2 shall be informed that a further analysis of the location of FCS is required by CT WGs.
